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willingly and for his own good.   In the former case, he is the un-
willing victim*
Indian Opinion, 24-9-1913
141.    THE £3 TAX
It is, I think, our good fortune that the £3 tax has been in-
cluded among the issues for satyagraha. The previous history of
this problem is worth recalling. The proposal for the £3 tax
first came up in 1894. The Natal Government sent a deputation
to India. At that time the Indians protested violently against it.1
The Government's original intention was to levy a tax of £25
and, if any Indian could not pay that tax, the Government wanted
to be empowered to effect his compulsory repatriation. Thanks
to our agitation, the Indian Government rejected both the pro-
posals and passed a resolution that an Indian who, after complet-
ing his indenture, did not re-indenture himself should either return
to his country or pay an amount of £3 tax each for himself, his
wife and his children. If anyone did not pay the tax, it could be
recovered by auctioning his property, if he had any, but that the
Government would have no power to imprison him. The Indian
community made a strong representation against this too. In 1896,
meetings were also held in India in this connection.2 Neverthe-
less the tax remained. For some time, thereafter, the Government
collected the tax from those who paid it. Meanwhile, though
there was no provision for imprisonment [in case of default], the
Government found an indirect way of sending defaulters to gaol.
According to a section in the law relating to magistrates* courts,
anyone failing to comply with a magistrate's judgment is guilty of
contempt of court for which the court could sentence him to im-
prisonment. Under this section, first a decree would be issued
on an Indian to pay his tax. Then, if he did not pay the tax, he
would be brought before the court for contempt of court. If he is
able to prove his poverty, the court must discharge him. Why
should the court believe the evidence of such a miserable wretch ?
The result was violation of the agreement made with the Indian
Government. This was breach of trust. And hundreds of Indians
found themselves in prison, Several women and young men were
also imprisoned. Are we not to blame for all this? Had we taken
 1	Vide Vol. I, pp. 176-9, 212-4.
 2	Vide Vol. II, pp. 70-89, 94-121.

